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H Arufw .vsir iook.
H Tr 11c1i- -r Criticism of the lllhl.

ftftj sronsn
ftftj A'. nr on minus lint not unknown wilier, who

H hts bee for a do.on tears a oi.rgyinnu In tho
ftftj Protestant i:pIfop:il Church, bus net forth

to two book. respectively ntdlit .Incieiif
M JJarrtd Scrtplurrt and llmairrnt Chriittantlu,
H what he hollovos to he the uitenmn of the
M higher criticism of the lllble nnd of the ftii.lv

Hj oi comparative religion lntli"o'"nlof these
volumes nn attempt Is made lo offer a forecast

H a! what the Christian religion will I.e. orw.il
m bssln to b. before the trrntitit-tl- i enlmy ha,
M expired. The first vnlumo contains selections
M from t lif? Scr(j' i re "f ihhiit iiatii.n-- , Including
m notonly tho Old ntnl the New Testament, hut

Hj lp the sacred writings of t li- - I'.try it innt.. f hn
M Chinese. Ihii Persians, th" Hindus, tlm Hud- -

H dhlnts, nnd the Arabians, together with extracts
B fromauclieihlcalorphllosophle.il writings of
M the Greeks as seem to deserve to I..' ui"tn.i
M wlthn certain sanctity. I'..r some icixm vhleh
R we do not understand, the author gives mum-

ft quotations from 1. plctetiis.fi It he were nn u- -

ft amplar cf Human Scriptures As a mutter of
H fact, Kpleletus win born ami itii'.l In a Gicok.
V speaking country, although h.' spent n huge

H part of IiIh middle llfo In It ill II.) taught
B orally in Greek, nml hM diseo.nso with taken

M down In Greek It vvnsGreek ..tines and Greek
B philosophy of whl'h h" w:n .in expounder.

H We wonlil hurt) repent what vv s.il.l at the
Hj beginning of n foriunr a i tide, tli.it our pmpoo

1 Id examining those nml other hooksthntdt.nl
H with tlu higher criticism of the Hil.l" Is not to
H Justify tlii'in or to comli'inn thorn, hut merely

M to ali''lt Information W Finn ly aim to show,
H ahd. as fnr an possible, to exhibit In thelrown
H language, what It is flint, an thoy assert, line
H been proven or rendered .i . il .a Lie. through
H the application rf the methods ami ap- -

H pnrntna of mo'letn echolnishlii to the II.
H blow nn.l ChrNtinn Scrii.t n rrs. (in thu
H tnode, indeed, of Intuit1 tb' 'ld Tes- -

H tament wo have t.r.'lmnly ihv.'lt nt
H lenttth Inn notice ot Dr. Ilrnrs's book "Tho
H Study of the Holy lllb!i." and, therefore. In
H the two book now before un wenhall con II no
H ourolxes mainly to what the author ha to unr
H concerning the Nvw 'IVs'ament. ThUcan liu
H fairly well oxeuipllHud by excel pts from tho
H prefneo to tho "Aneient Saored Seriiitures"
H and by tho ntiKweis clven on paL'. of
H "llenniecnt Christianity" to (luuatlous otlen
H put by orthodox theologians.

H
H Intheteneral prefaco to the felestlnne whl.'h
H ho ha tna.lo from tlm Now Testament, tho
B autlior of " Aiielenf Hnereil Scriptures" lnvlt
K us to remember that the bloernphles of ,Icku,
H or tho (Unpolfi, as they are enlled, were none
M of them written until lont: nftur the death of
H Jesus. Not onn of Hlx word wn written
H down when hpoken, or, In.le.'.l. written In

Hj any form, until many years a'ter It was
M xpoknn. So iirofouml, howmer, was the lin- -

B presslon made by Ills wordn upon tho minds
Hj and memoilns of tlioto who hoard them,

B and eepocially upon Ills dlseiple. that, after
Hj Ills trade death, they were vhl.lly toealled,

H and, in fracnientary form, pand from mouth
H to mouth and circulated ftom place to place,
H rheruTer Ills persecuted followers were
H aenttored abroad or went tireaehlni: the

H new rellclon. Thus It caiuo to pa- - that,
B for many years, the words as well as the deeds

H ot Jesus wero pioscned onlv as traditions.
H Ilepeated ovct and mer tlioiiKan.lb of times by
H thousands of different per.-nn- -, and ,'irnonL'
H unlearned nml eiierstll.ius people. It was lm- -

Hj possible, our author submits, that they should
H bo preserved, even for a brief period. In their
H exact orlcinal form: inueh less they be
H ao preserved and transported .i or a
H third feneration. Hence, as a matter. .f necs.
H blty, arioun mythical or fabulous lutcrweav- -
H lnK of attempted explanation, elaboration. In- -

H feroneu and detail must have taken place
H durlntr tho quarter century or more which

elapsed between the death of .lcsn and ovon
the first written record of His life. The-- e

of fancy mid fable increased so
rapidly, and threatened so completely to ob- -

euro tho orlKlnal wonls and deeds around
which they had crown, that, at lenuth. devout
men set themselves to work to collect from the
mass of lloatlnc t rad itions such, is t he v deemed
most trustworthy, In order to write them
d,own and so prescrvo them from further ac-

cretions of extravagance and misconception.
In Mich nn attempt even the m st honest.
elear-mlnde.- 1 and conscientious hloKinphcrs,
Tvlth no scrap of written record or history be.
fore them nud depon.llm; entirely upon oral
reports and testimony, mtis' have been nble to
Bather only a orv In. perfect, frnmiicntary,
and. In detail, nntrustuoithy account of
words that had been spoken and deeds
that had been performed moie ihnii a cenera-tlo- n

before thoir tln'.i. Hence the conclusion
Is drawn that tho n.nct woids and precise
deeds of Jesus aie not. and ncer can be.
known. Thnspirit of them, on the other hand,
umiucstlonably survives, and shines luminous-
ly forth from the panes of the font (iospels.
What the nutlmr of the book before us would
bnve all wio persons do is to consider this
pint, which "iinketh alive" and not tho let-

ter, which ' killoth. '

Klsewhere In the lueface It Is polntod out
that the four i iosre" wero mine of them com-
posed before the letter half of the first century,
and In their present foim were not known
until the beglnnlm: of the tl.int century. The
titles "Matthow," "Mark." "I.ukn" and
"John "are probably only the assumed names
underwhleh Ins was then common ami allow-
able) tlielr unknown authors 01 compilers
wrote. It Is pronounced possible, anil even
probable, that thov are all dltT-i'- versions of
an orlcinal collection o,- cospel made Ions be-

fore by come one of Hie disciples or apostles of
Jesus, Upon this theory theli acreemonts and
disagreements may be accounted for, while
at the snnne time the careful student of the
points of likeness and unllkeneas may dis-
entangle the four narratives ami weave
their materials ncaln Into one connected and
consistent account of all that is most perma-
nently Important In the life and tencliinnH of
Jesus. This Is what the nuthor h.is altempted
In that part of the " Ancient Sacred Scriptures."
which Is devoted to the New Testament Hut,
before markincthe principles u..n which his
elections have been made we sh ,um not

what he says about John's Gospel ,.,, about
the, mode of tritnslntlni; certain phrases to
which a special hlunillcance has I i. attached.
It Is well known that thecomp.ler of i he fourth
Gospel It is Immaterial n hetbei . leuardthe
name of John ns real or nxm ... i :eiled to
his blocrnnhyof Jesusn met,,. i.. ,. ,i proem or
Introduction, commencm.-- ivl'h "In ilm beciu-niti-

was the I.ocos," Ac. This l.uK.n.'oi.frine,
as It has since come to be "all'. I. Is not m ,)way referred to In anv other pinion of the

s, Inow Tostament. and fiom the viewpoint of
the bleher criticism U liokcd upon as a
ubtlety borrowed orientally Itoa. tho (jieel.

ichools of phllosophv. The uinhor of the.
fourth Gospel also added frcnunntly to his ne.
count of whnt Jesus bald and did phllosoph.
ical opinions of his own, which not only aie
not conllrmed by the records of the nuiho-- of
the other three, or synoptic uiispeN,
hut are out of hnimony withtheni lie lias also
added incidents not mentioned by any of thu
other biographers, l'nsslnc now to the phrases
"Son of Man ' and "Son of inul, ' which occur
)n the (iospels.nnd upon which u'reat stress has
been laid ny theologians, the author of "An-ele-

Sacred Scriptures" points on: thai In iei
Hebrew wrltincs tln-s- phiase.s arc tieiuently
found, especially In the later or prophet c p...
rlods. They are used Interchangeably, and

with the common understaniliui.-- ,

apparently, that they were both titles which
all good men mlclit assume or have applied to
them. It was especially, honovor, men of dis.
tlnaulshed vlrtuo or wisdom who wero called
and oalld thontselves by these terms. When,
therefore, Jesus appeared, calling himself nml
being called "Bon of Man " and "Son of (tod,''
It was no novelty; It wos In keuplng with the
ommon speech of the Hebrews an applied to

all whom they looked upon as sages or proph-
ets. Recognizing this te be the fact, the pres-

ent translator has departed from the cus-

tom of wilting or printing theae appellations

In lnrco letters when npnlled to Jesus, anil In

sinnlloroidliiftry loiters when applied toother
persons ; he has used the sntne form of letters
In nil cases, to whomsoever, either in the He-

brew or Chi Istlau Scriptures, tho term son of
man or son of (fod are applied. As a matter of
(act, in the tircck text, those terms are Invari-
ably printed In an Impartial form of loiters,
not only In the tlospel narratives, hut through-
out the other pottions of the Now Testament.
In the Greek texts, also, such terms as "l.ord,"

j " Messiah." " King," Ac , which, when applied
to. Jesus, now ordinarily begin with n cnpltal
letter, weio printed with on Impartial form of
letters whether Hie terms weie applied to
Jesus or to anv other human helm.'.

We will now ptoeecd to Indlcnto the prin-
ciples upon which the author of "Anclout Sacred
Scrlptu es " has made his selections from the
tlospel narratives. Ilia devout object was, he
tells us, to assist In the discernment of the
spirit, as scpnintod from the letter. To that
end It has seemed tn hlin needful to remove
from thoUospelsnllevl.lcntacei'ollohs of myth,
fable or extrnvngance, and. nf tho same time,
to omit those details of ev pin lint Ion and bistort'
which have no direct bearing upon practical
religious Instruction, Inspiration nn1 life.
(lenealoKv, (lid Testament .imitations, ac-

counts ,.f physical healings or wonder-working-

th" explanations of those who claimed to
be evewlt. .esses, and the doctrinal oplnionsof
those who professed to o.i the compllcts of the
narratives now found In the New Testament :

all these things. It Is submitted, have only, at
most, an intellectual value, and, whether true
or false, should llnd no place In n religious
hook designed for the practical instruction
and Inspiration of the Church, the Sunday
school and tho home. Inasmuch, therefore, as
the present selections from the (lospd arc de-

signed for Immediate and practical uses, In
pulpit ami pew. In the closet and lit the family
altar, all details have been studiously excluded
that fall dliectly under any of the live follow-
ing heads: First, tho genealog mid tnirui'ii-Ia- n

birth of Jesus, together with his bwtilv
resurrection and limhlv usconslon Into hea-
ven, concerning all of which hut little
Is said In the New Testament, nnd that
little seems to be contradictory, mitrustw-orth-

ami practically unimportant: secondly, the
wonders and miracles which He Is
reported to have wrought, which teports,
whether true or fnlso, have no essential boat-
ings u oon Jesus as an example whom we ought
to follow and n teacher whoso wink we
ought to love and obey; thirdly, thoso citations
from the Old Testament which are commonly
looked upon as "fulfilment of propheoy," but
which, whether received as natural or super-
natural. Imaginary or real coincidences,
neither add to nor detract from the
beautiful character and sublime teachings
of Jesus; fourthly, the imnimif opinions.
Inferences and explanations of tha compilers
of the Gospels themselves, none of whom pro-
fesses to have been an eyewitness of the deeds
or a hearer of the words of Jesus, but simply one
of those to whom the traditions " wero deliv-
ered;" lastly, such unimportant elaborations
ns tho dotalls concerning sick persons healed,
Insane persons restored, the hungry provided
vv It h food, Ac, from which, except by strained
ami unnatural Interpretations, no practical
lessons of morality and religion can be drawn.

In the preface to selections from the Acts of
the Apostles, and from tho Apostolic Let-
ters, further light Is thrown upon the
methods of exposition followed by thu
writer of the book befote us nnd other
representatives of tho higher criticism. It Ik

pointed out with regard to the Acts that tho
authorship of this book, like that of the Tour
Gospels, Is uncertain. It Ij commonly sup-
posed to have been written by tho person who,
under the name of "Luke," wrote the Third
Gospel. Like tho four evangelical narratives.
It Is made up of historic fragments Interwoven
with traditional elaborations nnd details.

Is this the case with tho first few chap-
ters, in which are recorded ovonts which trnns-plre- d

at least a whole generation before the
book was eomiKPsed. During all this time, and
possibly for three or four generations, tho re-

membrances ot these events were floating
fioni mouth to mouth nnd from place to place
In an unwritten form; henco It Is

Impossible that they should have
I een preserved fiom sundry accretions of
mvth and fablo. especially as those who
hear I and repented them were unlearned roo-t.l- e

to whom fanciful Ideas nnd exaggerations
of (acts were ns natural asthealrthey breathed.
I'.xaetly when the Hook of Acts was composed
is not known. Tho first mention of lt.orn.uoto-tlon- s

from It, of which we have record occurred
In the latter part of the second century. Dur-
ing the third and fourth centuries It was re-

jected by many students ns spurious and
untrustworthy. Similar opinions of It have
been held by some modern theologians. Tho
author of ' Ancient Saered Scriptures," how-ove- r,

holds that there Is unquestionably a
vein of trustworthy nnd valuable historical
facts running through tho stratum which Is
known as the Acts of the Apostles. To llnd
and to follow this vein nnd to mako from It
such select Ions ns promise to havo a vital bear-
ing upon religious thouKht.snnd lives has been,
we are told, the objectot the compiler.

The Apostolic Letters are acknowledged by
the nuthor of the hook before u.. ns by almost
nil other students, to be the oldest ot all Chris-
tian writings. They aro undoubtedly letters
which were originally written by absent pas-
tors to their various churches, nnd were de-

signed to be rend in public to the members of
those churches for thoir Instruction and edifi-
cation. Ot such letters n great many wero
written; only the nioro Important of them
were pieperved by those to whom they woro
addressed. Most even of those preserved ns
Important contained so little of general In-

struction or inteiest tliat when the collection
which now constitutes the Lpistles ot the New
Testament was made up they wero not deemed
worthy of preservation. So it has come to pass
that the twentv-on- o lettets now found In tho
New Testnment, together with tho l'our Gos-
pels, the Acts of tho Apostles and the Revela-
tion have come down to us simply as tho sur-
vivals of tho Attest out of thnt mass of early
Christian writings to which the writer ot tho
I'ourth Ooapcl might have applied his remark :

" I supposo that even the world ltdelf could not
havo contained tho books." Of the twenty-on- e

letture now embraced 'In tho Now Testament,
four, namely, that to the Hebrews, tho second
of I'etcr, the second and third of John, wero
long repudiated by many ns spurious and un-

worthy ot preservation; thov ate still held by
mnnv competent nnd d Investiga-
tors to be, in common with some of the shorter
otters attributed to St. Paul, tho productions
not of those whoso names are appended to
them, but of somo unknown persons writing
nn. Icr assumed names, a piaetlco which at the
time wa allowable nnd common. The nuthor
of "Ancient Sacred Sciipturcs." however, is
convince. I lint allot tho New Testament

with the . voptlon of the Lpietln to
riulemo i an i tie- c. on. I and J'hlr.l Lplslles
of John, .ire vnliiiil.le, by whomsoever written,
liven the Letter to the Hebrews, so ficnuentlv
and uT's!stentv decried, proves. In his judg-
ment, when properly translated nml appro-bende-

to be one ot the most In-

structive nnd Inspiring portions of the
Christian seilpture. (if the letters to tho
llomans. Corlnilnnns, Gnlntinns, Lpheslnns,
riinlppiasis, Colosslaus, Thesnlniilnns ami
Tnnothv, cloven in all. It may be said that they
aro patllcilarlv valuable, as being the only
New Testament writings whose real nuthor-shi- p

is, wild ome degree of certainty, known.
That St. I'aul winter or dictated these letters

exceedingly probable, as also the fact that
they ate the oldest of all Cliri'tia.i Scriptures
which have bcci. handed down to us. Tho
letter to the I! imati'i was undoubtedly written
about A D liu, and the other letters ot St. I'aul
at about the same date. With regard to the
Greek In which these epistles wero originally
penned, wo nro invited to observe that no-

where in the whole range of literature,
anclentor ruodorn, are sentiments so majestic
clothed 111 words and phrases so inadequate
for their complete comprehension. The truth
Is that Greek was a foreign tongue to l'aul, ns it
was to tho other New Testament authors, so
thnt wben he nttempted to write or dictate let-
ters In this strange language U thought,

I

howovor sublime, would be Inevitably obscured
by Imperfect words nnd poorly constructed
sentences. It Is for this reason that thenuthor
of "Ancient Hocred Scriptures" holds that tho
translator of the Apostolic letters should not
endeavor to give n literal rendering of them,
but to convey their sensuns faithfully as pos-

sible.

II.
In "Ilenascent Christianity" the nuthor

takes up and answers categorically the ques-

tions which nro likely to bo addressed by
orthodox Christians to representatives of tho
higher criticism. One often heard Inquiry Is:
"re you not exposing ourelf to thechnrge
of 'heresy'?" The tinswer Is: "There are no
terrors In this charge, as It has been a familiar
ono to the author from college nnd theological
seminary days. 'After the wnv which they
call heresy, so worshipped I tho God of my
fathers' for theso thirty years past." Of n sim-

ilar kind Is another objection frequently en-

countered: "Aie you not reviving 'ancient
heresies ' which were long ngo nnd tepeatedlv
condemned?" Tho reply Is: "Yes, but It Is
alvv tyn In order In move st reconsideration."
Then conies the Inquiry. "Aie yon not disre-
garding the Injunction of Jesus, ' Put not new
wine into old bottles; sew not new cloth upon
nn t.ld ciirinent '?" The response mnde to this
objection Is: "Temporary expedients aro al-

ways allowable, and somel lines advisable: till
new bottles .lie made It Is wise to tie up the
old ' wlne-skln- as best one can : till the now
gnrments nte patterned and prepnted It Is
needful P- - patch up the old. This, however,
not mh u Duality, but only as n makeshift." In
connection with this particular topic we are
reminded that Jesus himself and his npobtles
used nearly all of the outworn forms, formu-
laries and symbols ot the Jews with entirely
new meanings. For n good many years the
orthodox partyumnugtlieChrlstlaus, wlththoir
Judnlzlngsns to circumcision, bloody sacrifices,
priestly successions, d other
such "essentials" and "essential meanings,"
wasoverwhelmlngly uppermost. St. I'aul, for
a time almost single-hande- battled with
them throughout his life, Insisting upon using
the old lorms, formulnrles and symbols In n
new nnd rational wav. After his death, suc-
cessors In the Pauline spirit and methods mul-
tiplied and, finally, prevailed. Then, nnd not
till then, was tho now wine put Into new bottlos;
the new garments were made out of nowcloth.
Much tho same thing took place at the time ot
the Protestant lloformntlon, which the repre-
sentatives of the hlghor criticism regaid ns
only the beginning of the rennlssnnee ot
Christianity. Twocenturles before Luther. In-

dividual priests and saintly scholars began to
use, nnd to Insist upon using, old forms, for-
mularies and symbols with meanings entirely
now. Till Protestantism was a fact, organised
and established, this rational use of Irrational
rituals, creeds and sacraments wns porslsted
in by Individuals; at length, the various
corporate bodies of Protestantism were
compelled to accept the rational meanings nnd
adopt new forms of ritual creeds and sacra-
ments appropriate to them. So has It been
ever and everywhere In all classes of reforms.
Never Is there an abrupt transit from tho old
to the now: tho changes nre crndunl, llrst In
tho spirit, then in the letter. Not revolution
but reform Is tho meaning of rennscent
Christianity; Christianltysprlnglng up Into re-

newed life, and tho renewed llfo In due time
assuming Its appropriate form : It-

self. This view ot the mnttor helps our author
to nnswor nnothor question which Is frequent-
ly put to tho upholders of a critical study of
the lllble: "Aro ou not Inconsistent, nay.
guilty of a sort of hypocrisy In remaining

or even nominally, connected with a re-

ligious body which, ae regards tho lnrge ma-
jority, adheres to tho old spirit, as well ns let-

ter, ot Its belief?" The answer Is thnt "reform
comos never, except through the efforts of

reformers, who
nre lnsldo the religious body that needs to bo
reformed: nnd who Insist upon the right to re-

main Inside as long as free Interpretation nnd
free speech are granted to them."

Wo pass to another question which Is often
In the mouths of objectors to a critical studv of
the lilble; "Why not wait for councils, conven-
tions or authorised committees of tho great
religious bodies to do the 'tying up' nnd tho
patching.' If theso things so much need to bo

done?" "lly what authority doest fhnn thco
things ?" The nnswer Is given in the words of
a n nnd highly venerated Ameri-
can clergyman: "Always thcr Is tho same
danger when you trust to priests and Levltcs.
instead of leaving every man to testify forthe
truth. The priest goes on his side of tho way on
hlsdecorousjourney. The Lovltegoeson his. It
is the outside Samaritan who listens to tho
voice of God. The Mormon Church ot yester-
day or the ltoman Catholic Church of the Dark
Ages, or any of its llttlo Trotestnnt Imitators,
are all In tho same condemnation From the
nature of tho case they look baekwnrd and
despise the word ot prophecy. Most danger-
ous, ns I believe, to llhorty of conscience Is a
compact organisation, whero wealth and dig-
nity nnd prestige combine to Insist that Middle-Ag- e

dogmas shall be clamped over tho mouth
of the creatures ot men who havo
been taught by Hamilton nnd Le Oolite,
Dnrwin anil Agassis. Morris and Itobert-so-

Martlnenu and Stanley, Channlng
mid l'.merson." To which the nuthor of
"Ilenascent Christianity" would add that in
religion, ns elsewhere. Individuals no loss thnn
corporations havo rights, among which Is tho
right of free conscience and free speech. For
sixteen centuries the nutocrntic Church of
Home and Protestant churches have tried to
suppress this right, but In enlightened days
and in enlightened lauds eocleslnstienl au-

thorities can be no longer slave holders or
slave-driver- s. "The word of God is not
bound" any longer. The emancipation of
thought nnd tonguo has been proclaimed In
Church as well as State. In remote and de-

graded communities and "communions,"
slave holders nnd slave drivers still resist: nay,
there nre mnnv of tho newly manumitted who
hug their broken chains nnd, serf-lik- dare
not speak as the spirit seoketh to give them
utterance. Notwithstanding, to nil thnt nro
willing to be freomen.the declaration of spirit-u- nl

Independence Is an accomplished tact.
We reproduce one more of the questions to

which those who Insist upon applying modern
scholarship to tho Interpretation of tho lllble
are expectod to reply: Why continue tho uso of
such unserlptural terms ns tlieTnnity and of
such Apostolic formularies as tho Nlcene creed
and of much of thu language common to the
wtltten and extemporaneous dovotlons ot
orthodox Christians, the ineillnvnl nnd modern
meaning of which Is so widely different from
the beliefs entertained by the upholders of the
higher criticism Why continue to employ the
terms which Imply belief that, ns you Insist,
neither Jesus nor any of the spiritual
an. I intelligent Christians of thu first
twocenturles entertained? An answer Is sug-
gested by a American physi-cla-

who, In n work on pathology, has de-

fended lilmlf tor lotiiinlng ancient mod.cal
terms which have long censed to i osscss their
original significance: "Nearly all our meiileiil
terminology expresses our Icnnrnnco inoro
thnn our knowledge. Despite all our progress
in medical science, we nre vet obliged to ictniii
old terms, which nre very Inadequate, for even
our best known discuses. Hut. provided we
understand what they mean now and tons,
tboro Is no sorlous objection to their use.
Indeed, their retention Is a matter of ncces.
slty until such a time as tho fuller nature ot
the various diseasfs shall be unveiled; then
these old and htrsolr meaningless terms can
be and will bo gradually abandoned." On
similar grounds would the authorof " llenas.
cent Christianity" justify his employment of
theological terminology. Ho would not deny
that such terms ns the Trinity, such creeds ns
tho Nlcene. nnd such dogmatic or symbolic
words na nre widely used In orthodox Instruc-
tion ns well a devotion express Ignornnco
more than knowledge. " Despite our Progress,
however, we nre yet obliged to rotnin them, In-

adequate as they aro, to convey our higher
meaning. As we seok not revolution but re-
form, we must retain them until not only our
own knowledge but also the knowledge of

j those whom we are called upon togulduand In- -

I struct. Is mors complete. There Is no serious
objection to this, provided wo understand, and

i also try to make thoso whom wo guldo nnd
I teach understand, what they mean now nml to
! us. Under such conditions their retention Is

allowable, and perhaps Indispensable until
such a time as the full moaning of theological
truth shall have been unveiled."

When did tho notion of Infallibility first at-

tach Itself to tho lllble ? The nnswers given to
this nnd ninny another Interesting question
by the representatives of the hlghor criticism
will be found set torth on pages 17H-1- of
" llonascont Christianity." As regards tho Old
Testament, tho Idea of Infallibility was llrst
associated with the l'entutouch ; that is to say,
tho live books attributed to Moses, or tho Law,
ns It was called. For it long tlmo thu Infallibil-
ity even of tho Pentateuch seems to have been
something very Intangible nml shadowy.
Thoso parts of the Old Testament which were
called by tho Jews "Tho Prophets" came
next to be so looked upon, while the parts
then known ns llnglogrnpha, or Chetublm,
and Including such boolt as tho Psalms, tho

' Proverbs and Job. which are generally
held In higher esteem than anyother of the Old
Testament books, did not come to bo regarded
ns l o o v sacred much before the. time ot
Christ. 1'veu at tho time ot Christ, all this
section of tho Old Testament was ranked
much lower In authority or sneredness than
the test. Ah to tho New Testament writings,
the 1'plstlcs seem to havo come to bo deemed
authoritative considerably earlier than the
Gospels or tho Acts. For a longtime, at tho
very least two centuries, none of tho New
Testament writings was looked upon by the
Christian Church as bolng equally saered with
the IrookH ot the Old Testament. Three or four
centuries passed away before It was decided
which particular compositions, out of n largo
number ot writings produced within n century
or two niter tho death ot Jesus, should be In-

cluded in the New Testamont canon,
As a matter of fact, the doctrine ot thelllble's

Infallibility. In the right sense now widely
known nnd taught, wns unknown to the enrly
Christian Church. Indeed, it did not como
into existence until the middle of thoHtxteonth
century, not having been held originally by the
earliest nnd greatest of the reformers. Thu
CatholleChurch has never adopted It Kven if
wo grant that the lllble was originally Infallible,
or. In other words, that the books were written
in such a marvellous way as to insure their
Infnlllble correctness at tho tlmo ot tlie writ-
ing; if we grant, also, that all the bookB which
havo been excluded from the ennon of
the Old Testament nnd ot tho New ate
just tho onos that ought to bo excluded,
nnd thnt all which have been Included aro just
the ones that ought to be Included, and that
all which have been lost were spurious, so that
the loss does not affect at all tho perfection of tho
canon though we should grant all tills, how far
should wo have got to tho certainty that the
lllblo which we hold In our hands Is

Is. thnt Is to say", Infnlliblo as it come
tons? In other words, grant thnt the stream
as It begnn Its course fnr bnck In Palestine
twenty-two- , or twenty, or eighteen, or sixteen

i centuries ago wns Infallible nt Its outset, what
assurance have we thnt now. nrter a wandering

j and winding down through tho dark maze
ot the ages. It la still Infallible? After wo
have got the writings all Infallibly written, and
aftor wo havo got them all gathered together,
just as they should bo. into a canon or infalli-
ble collection, we have still got to dovl.se a way
to gnther them together in modern times with-
out error or change. It Is certain that, nt tho
present day. translators, notwithstanding the
help afforded by an extensive expository and
critical apparatus, aro very fallible beings. Were
the translators of preceding; ngos, who trans-
lated Hebrew Into Greok and Latin, and Greek
and Latin Into Kngllsh. nnd Hebrew Into Lng-lls- h

In connection with tho Old nnd New
Testament books, miraculously preserved
from mnklng errors? If so, what mean tho
many thousands of errors which tho great
Commission of Kngllsh Scholars, invited
somo twenty years ngo to mako for us a new
English version of tho lllblo. found In the cur-
rent version authorized by King James? It
was pointed out nt tho time when tho revised
translation was published that. In tho text of
the New Testament ulone. the whole number
of various readings exceeds a hundred thou-
sand. Somo of these variations, it is true, nre
s'lgbt. and In no way affect the sene Others,
agnin, nre marked, and affect tho sense mate-
rially, lor example, the celebrated text con-
cerning the throo heavenly witnesses (John, I..
Ti. 7, Hi. the text which tor a thousand years
has been tho strongest scriptural bulwark of
the doctrlno of tho Trinity. Is now admitted on
nil hands to be nn interpolation. What, then,
becomes of our Infallible lllble ? It has melted
away Into thin air. if there bo a single link Im-

perfect In all the chain of
preservation nnd transmission of the original
writings down to us,

III.
Among tho recent American publications

which exemplify tho higher criticism of the'
lllble, we should not overlook the book enti-
tled "A History of Christianity In the Apos-
tolic Age." by Dr. Arthur McGHTert, Professor
of Church History In the Cnlon Theological
Seminary. iScribners.) It Is evident that tho
nuthor of this volume Is thoroughly conversant
with the work performed by German nnd
Dutch scholars In tho Interpretation of tho
New Testament. His authorities aro con-
tinually cited, either in tho text or
In footnotes. Wo may say at onco
that, with reference to ninny contro-
verted points, the author occupies a conserva-
tive position. He is, for example. In general
agreement with Prof. Hnrnack as to the chro-
nology of St. Paul's life, the Interpretation of
the purpose ot tho F.plstlo to tho Hebrews, tho
general estimate of the pastoral epistles, tho
conviction that the second F.plstlo of Peter Is
really tho only pseudonymous work In tho
New Testament, and tho recognition of tho
Itook of Acts ns bnsed, In tho main, on trust-
worthy sources. We add that tho nlm ot the
work is positive and not negative, constructive
nnd not destructive.

This volume, although Its purposo Is to pro-sen-

history of Christianity In tho nrostollo
age. contains necessarily much that falls
properly within tho provlnco of special works
upon New Testament literature oxegesls or
theology. For, otcourso, the apostolic age In-

cludes the ago ot tho New Testament, nnd In
tho pages of tho lnttor aro set forth tho
thoughts nnd deeds of the lending actors In
the history. The first chapter Is, accordingly,
devoted to nn account of tho origin of Chris-
tianity, after which the nuthor discusses the
primitive Jewish Chrlstlnnltv which preceded
the work performed by Paul. It l tlm latter
topic that constitutes the principal subject of
the book. Thero are supplemental chapters,
however, which traco the history of the do- -'

veloping Church and examine tho Christianity
of the Jobannlno writings and the radical
l'aulinlsm evolved by tho Gnostics nnd other
sectaries,

' Tho most characteristic featuro ot th" first
elnpter Is a paragraph In which Prof. McGHTert
Indicates what he deems tho secret of the hls-- j
torlonl significance of Jesus. Atler pointing
out that Jesus the Christ has been thought
of almost from the beginning ns the inenr- -
tuition ot the Deity, ami as the perfect nnd
idenl man. tho nuthor submits that, as a
matter of tnct, It wns not upon Ills deity nor

j et upon tho perfection of His humanity
that His disciples founded the Christian
Church. Tho men whom He gathered about
Him legarded Him In neither of these aspects.
They thought of Him only ns the Mcslnh. and
the fact thnt Ho left :i church Pelilml Him ill- -
stead of n mere name, and that He Is known to
history n the founder of a religion and not ns
a more sage or prophet. Is historically duo not
so much to nny uniqueness, either In eharae.
tor or In His nature, ns to the conviction
which ho succeeded In Imparting to Ills fol-- i
lowers that he was the one who had been
promised by the prophets end long awaited by
the Father. Tho power of Ills personality Is
revealed by Ills success in impressing thnt bo-ll-

upon them. In spite of tho difficulties with
which it was beset. He might have bcon, how-
ever, all that He was as a teacher, and aa a
wonder worker, and yet havo accomplished

I little more than John the Baptist did had Ho' not stepped Into tho place which had so long
been waiting to bo filled, nnd become the
centre of tho neeumulated hopes nnd expecta-
tions of centuriqs, The Gospel of tho Father- -

j hood of God which He preauhod Is eminently
fitted to reform nnd beautify and save tho
lives of men, but tho preaching of that Gospel
would not itself linvo resulted In the Christian
Church. Onlythe bollef In Jcsus'sMesslnhshlp
could effect the great historic movement which
bears, not Ills personal, but His onielnlname.

in his second chapter. Prof McGHTert con-

siders tho effect upon Josub'b dlsclplos of ills
death nnd ot the ovcnlsthnt followed. It could
not bo otherwise thnn that a change In their
thinking and living should be wrought by such
occurrences. Thnt change was momentous In
its consequences. There nro ninny Indications
tn our Gospels thnt, during Ills lifetime, thu
followers of Jesus were looking forward to Ills
speedy establishment ot nn earthly kingdom,
Lven Ills announcement ot His death does not
seem to have changed thoir expectations In

this regard. It thoy believed Ho could die,
they evidently believed, also, that His death
would only usher In the consummation, nnd
that he would Immediately ' appear upon
tho clouds ns tho conquering Messiah,
to set up His kingdom upon earth ami
to assert Ills dominion over nil peoples,
Kven niter His resurrection, tho disciples
seem still to hnto held for a tlmo substan-
tially tho same Idem Ills death, unaccom-
panied as It was by convincing evidence of his
Messlahshlp. had bewildered nnd distressed
them, but Ills renppearaneo had revived all
their old hopes In nu unchanged form, and
they oxpected now tho Immodlato accomplish-
ment of that for which thoy had been so long
looking. The resurrection, they thought, must
bo for this nnd no other purpose. It was not
for this purpose, however, and thoy speedily
discovered tho fact. Jeus reappeared. Indeed,
but It was onlv to leave them again and ascend
to heaven. Ills departure, then, must mean
ono of twothlngn; either their hopes were vain
and the kingdom upon earth for which they
had been looking was never to have an exist-
ence, or else the time for its establishment
was not yet come. It was of the greatest his-tor-

moment thnt the disciples adopted not
tho former, but tho latter alternative. Tho
sources of our Information show that they, nnd
almost the entire early Church afterthem, con-

tinued to believe thnt nn earthly kingdom wns
yet to be founded by the Christ. Hut. If the
time for Its establishment was postponed by
Jcsus's departure from tho earth, It wns evi-

dent thnt the work of preparation must go on.
.".ml thus there wns thrust upon the disciples a
new and unexpected duty, t'pon them rested
the responsibility of carrying on, until the
consummation, tho work which Jesus had be-

gun. They felt tliemsolves now cnlled to take
up the task which He hod laid down : called to
enterupon n now mission, which wnsnotto
cense until Hn returned In glory upon tho
clouds of henven. I'p to the time of Jesus's
death they had been simply followers; now
thoy were to be lenders. While Ho was with
them thev had simply to learn ot Him, to at-

tend Iilm, to bo Ills faithful adherents, thnt
thoy mlcbt be rendy to shnre with Him in the
glory of the coming kingdom. Now there fell
to thorn another task; they must seek to pro-pa-

others forthe consummation, ns Ho had
prepared fi-- ; thovmustgathordlselnles into
the kingdom ns Ho had done; they must, if
thoy could, secure for Him the adhe-
rence of tho Jewish nation, whioh had re-

jected Him, In ordor thnt tho na-

tion ns a whole might become tho king-
dom of God. It was this senso of a new duty
nnd responsibility that led the dlsclplos who
lm I betaken tliemsolves to Onllleo back to
Jerusalem The resolvo to dlschnrgo this duty
marks the real starting point in tho history of
tho Church. That Christianity has had a his-
tory Is duoto tho fact that tho disciples did not
return disheartened to their old pursuits ami
llvonn as if thoy lmd never known Jesus of
Nazareth, but thnt, on tho contrary, filled
with tho belief that their master still lived,
and conscious ot holding a commission from
Him. they banded themselves together wit lithe
determination to complete His work nnd to
Prepare their cnuntrvnieii for His return.

It Is In the chapter on primitive Jewish Chris-
tianity that Prof discussos the

"gift of tongues" which was bestowed
upon the disciples upon the day of Pentecost,
and which Is commonly supposed to mean that
they acquired the power of speaking foreign
languages which thev had never learned.
Tin- -. Indeed, is asserted by tho author ot
the book ot Acts (whether I.uko or anotheri,
who says that the persons present heard tho
disciples sneaking in the languages severally
native to the auditors. It hns been sug-
gested thnt the author's representation! wr ro
dun to n misunderstanding on hlspnrtof tho
then common phenomenon of the glossolalia,
arising from tho fact thnt ho had, himself,
never witnessed It. As, In two othor pas.
sages of the Acts, however, the glossolalia Is
montloned In the correct Paulino wav, somo
othor reason must be given for the misinter-
pretation ot the Pentecostal phenomenon.
Prof. McGHTert opines that the reason may bo
found In the glamour which surrounded tho
Infant Church in the eyes of its historian, who
was, Himself, far removed from the events
which he records, 1'nder the circumstances,
he could hardly avoid Investing fnnilllnr occur-
rences with ninrvol nnd mystery. At nny rnte,
whntevor bothocHiisoof his misunderstanding,
It Is certain thnt his conception of the phenom-
enon Is borne out neither by Peter's speech
referring to the snmo Incident, nor by
his own necount of the further events ot the
day. From various pasaagos In the New Testa-
ment we lonrn that a peculiar gift, known ns
the "gift ot tongues," wns widely exercised In
tho Apostolic Church, and Prof. McGHTert
directs attention to tho fourteenth chapter of
Paul's First Kplstle to the Corlnthlnns. where-
in, ns he thinks, tho general nature of the gift
Is mnde plain, Tho term glossolalia, or gift ot
tongues, seems to hnvo been applied to frenzied
or ecstatic utterances unintelligible both to
the spenkors and tho hearers, exeopt such ns
might be endowod by tho Holy Spirit with nn
especial capacity of Interpretation. The
speaker was supposoa to bo completely
under tho control of the Spirit, to be a mere
passive Instrument In Its hnnds. and to be
moved and played upon by it. Ho was
not endowed with the power to speak In for-
eign Inngungos: his words wero divine, not
human words, and had no relation whatever
to any intelligible human tongue. It was not
unnatural, therefore, thnt the speakers should
appenr to unbelieving auditors to bo demented
or Intoxicated, ns Paul implies wns not Infre-
quently the onso. It Is furthorpolntedoutthnt
nowhere in Peter's discourse, which consti-
tutes our most trustworthy source of Informa-
tion concerning what actually occurred on the
day of Pentecost, Is thero any reference to the
useot foreign languages bv his fellow disciples,
not even when he undertakes to defend them
against the chnrge of drunkenness. Neither is
there any hint In the New Testament writings
that the disciples ever made use In their mis-
sionary labors of their miraculous power to
speak In foreign Innguuges, alleged by the

the Acts to havo been eonterred upon
them on tho day ot Pentocost.

In the same chanter on primitive Jewish
Christianity there Is n attempt to explain how
tho followers of Jesus camo to be called Chris-
tians. The authorof the Acts reports that tho
disciples of Jesus wore called Christians llrst
In Antloch. Tacitus, If we accept the authen-
ticity of the passages, said that the Itomans
called them by this name in tho time of
Nero, and some scholars have consequently
thought that the name had Its origin In
Home. Hut Lipslus hns shown thnt the word
Is Greek, not I.atln, being formed after tho
analogy of proper adjectives in nuos, -- lanos,
which were very commonly employed by
the Greeks of Asia as party designa-
tions. The term might, therefore, ensi-l- y

havo originated m Antioeh. Prof
McGlffert, howovor, does not .p.. i . ;

probable that It was first used by the dl'ciplo..
for they called themselves commonly Adeliihui,
otllagmt; nor Is It likely that It was used by
the Jews, for they could not have acknowledged
tho disciples of Jesus as followers ot the Mes-
siah, The Jews commonly called them Naza-- i

renos, or tho "Sect of the Nnzaroncs." Tho
word Christian was doubtless llrst employed
by the heathens, the word Christ being mis-
takenly understood by them not mm a title but
nso proper name. The Invention of tho word,
It It was due to the heathen, Implies that the
Christians had already become more or less
sharply distinguished from tho Jews, nnd that
they wero recognized ns n sopatnte. It not
wholly independent, religious sect. That
this should have been the case nt nn early day
In Antloch Is what wo should expect if Luke's
report ot Gentile conversions there be accepted.
Such unolrcurnolso.l (lentllo Christians could
not become a part ot the Jewish Church. It
nn. therefore. Inevitable, as their numbers In-

creased, that they should constitute, either
ulone or In company with such Jewish Chris-
tians as had thrown off the restraints of the
Mosaic law. n community of tlielr own, which
had Its religious life not within but without the
Jewish synagogue. So soon as this state of
nffnlrs oxlsted, the conditions were present
which made the rlso of tho special name
"Christian" possible, nnd ll can hardly havo
been very longbeforo the tinnie was coined.

What did Paul do for Christianity? In his
answer to this question Prof. McGHTert takes a
middle ground between those who would ex-

aggerate and thoso who would clrcuniscrlbo
tho importance ot Paul's work. Just what he
accomplished Is thus dellned: Paul was not the
founder of Christianity: ho was only Its great-
est missionary. Tho Gentile Church, thu
Church of the world nt lnrge, owes Its existence
nnd Its rapid strongth very largely to him ; but
it wns by no means n Pauline Church : It wns a
Christian Church, nud there wns room In It, ns
tho event proved, formunyothercoiicep tlons of
tho Gospel than the partlculnr conception w hlch
Paul h.mselt preached. Outside of I'.blonitlo
circles his name was always hold In high honor,
but tho Christianity of tho world-churc- h of
the second and subsequent centuries has little
likeness to the Christianity of th" epistles to
the Gnlntlans, Corlnthlnns and llomans. Tlils
does not mean that the teachings of Paul wero
entirely neglected or mlsuiidcrKloo.l Some
of those teachings nro reproduced in mnn

o writings. ct even whore they
aro thus found they appear In nearly every
case In proportions and In relations different
from those in which they wero originally
littered, and combined mlth other Ideas entire-
ly foreign to Paul's thought. Now one element,
now another, of his teaching Is seized upon by
this or that Christian, and to It Is given n prom-
inent or even a controlling place In his system,
but Paul's conception of Christianity Is lost.
Almost no ono looks upon tho Gospel precisely
as Paul looked, or reproduces his interpreta-
tion ot It In its original proportion.

This remarkable lack of n genuine l'aulinlsm
In tho writings of tlm early Christians Is
attributed by Prof. McGlflert In somo
measure to the fact that Paul's teachings,
which were largely the fruit of his own expo-rlenc- e,

were too profound to bo appreciated by
tho mass of his converts, who possessed no
such religious nature as ho was endowed with,
nn.l who had passed through no such spiritual
crisis as lmd preceded his conversion to tho
Christian faith. The absence of a true l'aulin-
lsm is ascribed more largely to tho fact thnt
Paul wns not the only missionary of the kind
nnd that multitudes ot (lentllo Christians re-

ceived tho Gospel from other lips than
his. This was true of thu ( hrlstlnris
of Aloxandrln, n city which ho never visited,
ond of Homo, where ho spent the closing
years of his life. It was true, also, of many
provinces lying both east and west of his

field, and even of many communities
within the territory which he partially covered.
Thus Pontus and lllthynlaon tho east, Gaul,
Spain and North Africa on tho west, were nover
visited by him. nnd even In tho provlnco of
Asln, wbero he labored so long. Colossn Lao-dlce- a

nnd Iliernpolls, had not seen bis face. It
even those who owed their conversion directly
to him proved commonly unable to npprehend
the full nature and slgnlllennee of his teach-
ings, much less was It to bo expected that
those who know him only by reputation, or
those who heard him only after their own con-
ceptions of Christianity were nlrendy formod
nml crvstnllzed. should understand his Gos-
pel nud make It their own. Still less wns this
to be looked for when tho Gospel which they had
received from others was commonly far moro
In line with thoir own previous thought and
experience, nnil thus far more easily compre-
hended and accepted,

Tho Gospel which was brought to tho Gentile
world by other missionaries than Paul It Is
pronounced lmiosslble to reconstruct In e.ll its
details; for tho sources upon which wo have to
depend for our knowledge of it are very limit-
ed Prof. McGlflert believes, however, that tho
main substance of It can be reproduced with
some degree ot confidence. Upon one caplial
polntnllof tho missionaries to the Gent lies wero
in agreement, both with each other nnd with
Paul. I'aul believed thnt tho Gentile Christian
Is freo from tho obligation to observo tho Jew-
ish law. All the men thnt carried the Gospel
to the heathen world were commonly agreed,
moreover, that the Jewish Christian, ns
well aB his Gentile brother. is freo
from such obligation. This principle needed
moro time than did tho other to secure
general recognition. In .lorusa'em, long after
the freedom of Gentile Christians had been ad-
mitted, the disciples of Jewish birth continued
to observe their ancestral law In all its strict-
ness and to insist upon the duty of rill their
Christian compatriots to do the same. Thero
can bo no doubt that thero were at that time
many Jewish Christians outsldo of Pnlostlne
who followed tho same course. Hut thero
wero ninny, also, nnd probably far more who
believed In the abrogation of the national eodo
for Jewish ns well as Gentile disciples. I'.ven
before Paul entered upon his missionary
career there were those who held this opinion
and acted upon It in Antloch and elsewhere
quite Independently of him. As time passed
and Christianity spread rnthor more widely In
the ltoman world, and the Gentile contlttgont
grew ever larger and moro Influential, tho
number of such Jowlsh liberals must have In-

creased with grent rapidity. It was inevltnblo.
Indeed, that thoao who still clung to the old
forms and refused to meet their Gentile breth-
ren on equal terms should llnd tliemsolves In
nn over more hopeless minority, and thnt tho
Church at lnrge should go Its way without

concerning themselves about them.
Prof. McGitTert deems it a mistake to think
that tho question remained n burning one for
any length of time. All the writings of the
first century bear witness to the contrary.
It will not do to explain the lack of references
to the controversy touching the Mosaic law
In tho literature of that ecu-tur- y

by assuming a desire on tho part of tho
writers to rise above the differences that had
agitated the Church and to construct a pint form
upon which both parties could stand. Such nn
assumption Is discarded as groundless In tho
book before us. The truth Isdeclnredtohe that
there was no serious dispute ut the tlmo wben
that literature was written, and that the con-
troversy had never been so widespread as to
Impress Its memory upon tho Church nt large.
That Christians, both Jewish and Gentile, wero
entirely freo from the obligation tn observo tho
law of Moses simply went without saying in
most parts of Christendom oven before the
time of Paul's death. Thero wns no reason
whatever for a Christian writer to spend elthor
time or thought upon n question that concerned
neither himself nor his brethren.

IV
Now let us recur to t'm fundamental ques-

tion, how fnr do these nml other representa-
tives o! the higher criticism consider thntthcir
tlews Impair the credibility of tho Illb'e? We
shall let them reply, and, so far as this may be
practicable, In thelrown words.

Ho fnr ns the Old Testament Is concerned,
the theory thnt the vowel points nnd accents
wore original and Inspired has been so ut-
terly disproved that no Hlbllcal scholar of
the present day would venture to defend
it Lacking this support, however, how can
the theory of verbal Inspiration stand? Look-In- g

at tho doctrine of vcrbnl inspiration
from the comparatively humble viewpoint of
merely textual criticism, we must recog-
nize that there can he no Inspiration of
the written letters or uttered sounds of the

present Hobrow toxts: for the present written
consonants nro transliterations ot the original
Hebrew letters, which havo been lost, and the U
vowel sounds arc traditional and In ninny ro- - t
spoots artificial and uncertain. While there Is H
n general correspondence ot theso lottors,and VH
sounds, so thnt they give substantially the oH
original, they do not give exactly tho original.
The Inspiration must, thcroforc, lie back of the
written letters and the uttered sounds, nnd be j
sought In that which Is common alike to O
the old ehmnclers nnd tho now, nllko to I
tli utterance ot Ihovolconnd tho construction J
of th pen, nnrnely. In tho concepts, tho sense
nml moaning that theyconvev. So much for
tho asserted bearing ot oven textual criticism .J

upon the theory of plenary nnd verbal Insplrs- - 1

Hon, Now. for whnt ndvaiiced Hlbllcal schol- - j
ars declare to bo tho effect of tho higher criti-
cism upon tho credibility of Scripture. Thnt
there uro errors ami Inconsistencies In the pres-
ent texts of our lllble It Is vain to deny. No-

body denies It. it Is not denied by thoso who
insist upon tho plenary inspiration ot the orig-
inal autographs, which we do not possess, nnd
cannot hope to soouro. Thero are chronologi-
cal, geographical and othcrclrcumstnntlal mis-
takes. Such circumstantial and Incidental
errors, however, as nrlsn from Inadvertence j

or lack of Information on tho part of an au- - J

thor nre not an Impeachment of his crodl- -
blllly. If wo would distinguish between A
revelation nnd Inspiration, and yet Insist W
upon ascribing absolute Inorrancy to tho 1
laiter as well as to tho former, wo virtually
do away with any distinction between the
terms. No mere man can escape human
emus, unlcs divine, rovelatlon shaltsotoven
thetnost famlllnrthlngs in n now nnd infnlllble
light, nnil nlso so control him that he cannot
rnali" a slip of the eye or the hand or commit a j
fault in the Imagination. In conception, in rea- -
sonlng. In rhetorical llguro or In grammatical U
expression; nnd, indeed, so rnlso him above (wj
his fellows, contemporary and posterior, thnt he VJ

shall see through all tlielr errors in science nnd VJ

Philosophy ns well as In theology, nnd anticipate 1
the discoveries to be mndo 111 all branches of Jknowledge by thousands of years. Krrors of j
Inndvertenco In minor details, where tho M
author's position ntidcharaeternrewell known. U
do not destroy his credibility ns n witness In B
any literature or any court of justice. It Is not. H
then, to bo presumed that divine Inspiration
lifted the author above his age anymore than
was necessary to convey divinn Instruction n
with Infallible certainty to mankind. Wo hnvo Jfl
to take Into necount the extent of tho nuthor's tflhuman knowledge, bis point of low nnd type H
of thought. Ins methodsof reasoning atid lllus- - HJ
nation. Tho substanco ot tho teachings con- - BJ
veyed may be Infallible, while, at the same time vsflj
the manner In which It Is transmitted by tha
human Intermediary tuny bo open to criticism.

Now the higher criticism distinguishes be-

tween the divine substance and the literary
phonnmonn which constitute the human me.
.Hum. It recognizes faults ot grammar, of
rhetoric and logic In the Hebrew nnd Chrlstlnn
Scriptures The authors of tho Old Testament
used tho language with which they were
familiar; some of them classic Hebrew, others
of them dialectic and corrupted Hebrew. Some
of them bnve ngood prose style: others of them
have n dull, tedious, pedantic style. Some of
them aro poctxof the highest rank ; others of
them write such inferior poetry that one Is
surprised that they did not use prose. Soma
of them reason clearly, profoundly and convinc-
ingly : others of them reason In a loose, obscure
mid unconvincing niannur. Some of them pre-
sent truths like intuitions of light; others labor I
with them, and. etentunlly, deliver them In I
eriidnnn.l undeveloped form. Tho results of 1

the study ot them show that. In all these re- - I
spects, tho Hlbllcal authors wero left to them- - 1
selves, to their own Individualities orldiosyn- - I
craslcs. All these matters belong to the mnn- - 1

nor and method ot Imparting Instruction. t
F.rrors in these formal things do not Impair j

the infallibility of the substance, the religious
Instruction Itself. I

They wero men of God. nnd. If we may - I
judge from tho results of their work. thy Hwere guided by tho Divine Spirit In their np- - B
prehension nud expression of tho divine HJ
teaching. Hut. also, if wo mat' judge from their sJaaT
v.'ntk.it seems most probable that they went flK
not guided by the Dlvlno .spirit in tlielr gram- - BJ
mar. In thclrrlictorlc. In theirloglc. Inthelrnr- -
rnngoment of their materials, or In their gen- - I
oral editorial work In all the-- o matters they 1

were left to tlielr own judgment and werosuf-fcre- d

to commit such errors ns even the most
faithful and scrupulous writer will sometimes
commit, lubisii wo take some such ositon,
we should expose ourselves to tho peril of Jmaking the Holy Mplnt re .ponslhlo for had Igrammar, for an incortect use of words, for v
Inelegant expressions and for a disorderly ' j
arrangement ot materials; an offence wh.eli . 'IfaVwas actually charged ujion the critics of tho VK
seventeenth century by their enrllest op. Vj
pononts.

Tlieassumptioiio( litoral Inspiration Is not fneeded for fnlth in the great truths of Chi-.s- .
1

tlanlty. ns was pointed out In HWI by Hi h- - '
ard Iluxter In a memorable passage quoted
111 oni" of th" books here reviewed: l!,r
1 must tell you n great and needful tiu"i.which i hrlstlnns. fearing to confess, .hi ,y- - I

overdoing, tempt men to Infidelity Tli J
Script uru Is like n man's body, where somo 1
paitsnr" but for the preservation of the r"-- t. Iand may be maimed without deatn. The seu-- e. U
N the soul of the mill the letters but 1the bo.lv or veh.de. '1 he doctrine o too H(reed. Lord s Prayer and Decalogue. Hap. Ja
tlstn nnd the lord's Supper Is tho vital sflaTpart and Christianity Itself The Old Tcst.i- - M
merit loiter .written as wo have It about VMl.ras llnioi is that vehicle, ns the revela- -
tion of those times was Hut as. nftor Christ'sIncarnation and ascension. tlm splilt wasmoro "a"
abundantly given, and tho levclatron moro Iperfect and sealed, so the doctrine Is moro Jholy, nn.l the vehicle nn.l body, thnt is. the P
words, are less imperfect and more sum to us. 1
So that he that iloubteth the truth of some i
words In the Old Testament, or of somecir- - VJcnnistances In the Now. linn no reason, there- - AW
fore, to doubt of the Christian religion, whereof aaV
these writings aie hut the vehicle or le "y Vtfsufllclcnt to ascertain us of tho truth of thehistory anil doctrine."

When and how, then, does tlm higher erili Melsm como Into conflict with tho authority of ,'Scripture We are tpl.l in reply that It wouldcomo into conflict If It found that tho doctrinal B.statements of Scripture are not authoritative aBnnd that ItH revelations ns to truths ot supremo flRImportance are notoredlblo. If the credibility Aof a book, considered ns a whole. Is Impeached, aVIts divine authority and inspiration nro lm- - Mt
,T,i.hi'i,ii.hr " Htroke. To destroy tho MVor the substance of a book.oonsl.U Baffl:
crod.as n whole, however, something more CaH,
r!ir.i .nYd,lce'J """ "rrors In matters of do- - MW

not nffect the nuthor's scope of bbbS
argunientorhlsrellgloustoaohlnga. Asa mat- - VJter of fact, the advocates of the higher erltl- - ' vMclsm maintain that it has strengthened ratherhativveakenedthicrodlbilltyof Scripture It WJ'hits.studii-- the human features of the ' onnd brought out tlm variety of form and c.. .rassumed by the divine revelation. Many of tlm aBsupposed Inconsistencies havo been found to Ami.e .IIIToroiit. modes of representing tho same (!tllig. complementary to onoanothor. nnd com- - Wjihliilng to give a fuller representation than any tWone mode of poitraiture could hato given, asthe t wo sde of a stereoscope givo a retires, n- -tiitlori superior to Hint of tho ordinary photo- -graph 1 bo unity ot Important statement lire- - H!served In the midst or such diversity of turnand color Is pionourice.i much more convlnc- -ng than would bo such a unity otmero eoincl- - ataW

i'.'.T.."t to oh- - flVJti stretching and straining the Scriptures AWor the Procrustean bed of their halr-s- j Ittlng Mvscions icism. M.,ny ot the supposed neon- - Wylstencies have Peer, found to arise fron ,1 . Bstages of divine revelation. Ineach of wh Mi Go I condescended to tho weak- - Bness and the Ignorance of cvin BWthem such know ledge as they wiro "ah I mo a Kproprlate and held up to them such Ideals an Whev would be aide tn understand In respect tol.eirethleal beauty it not In nil their tails. ftOthorsupjH.scd mcnnslst T.es have ft
I --"Vi '!' ("I'S'lnrnini unscientific Innguni o "striven to nppronehtbopeople of God In different ages nnd In conciorms and to avoid the abstract. Still other n"patent inconsistencies are dun to the render'sfaduie to appreciate the ana tmiiir-li.ot- li,e elements In the IPbb'. to a lack, that Is.of irstholic sens., on the pattot the Interpreter.Not n few of such diflleu ties the higher crltU Acimii has nlrcn.lv reruotcd and is In tho way of WaaYremoving others.

The piirpo.e, In line, of the nneient Hebrew Whistorians was to give n history of God's re- - eVilcrnptive workings t was r ee.lful that there Mffshould be unessential eriors m the account of aaaWthe reilcinptltn facts and agencies, but It was aaaaaVl
not needful thnt there should I... no mistakesas 1. dates, places ami persons, so onu n.these Incidental ortnrs did not change the re- - LbbWllgloiis of the redemptive fuels. Now bbbbbI
none of the mistakes, discrepancies nnd errors'which hate been discovered by the higher aVBtie great religious lessons of affaffl
Hlbllcal history The-- e lessons are thoonlr sIbbbbbIa
ones the credibility nt which Christians are AWJconcerned to defend A I other things belong WAVtn tho human framework or the divine deliver- - bbbbbbbK.
ynee. and It Is altogether prob.ible that in tills bbbbbbbI
framework the authors weie lett to thelrown sbbbbbbbsVhonest judgments. M. Y. li. AjWaaV


